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MRe We Se CROFT, OF THE RED Top Tax1 CoMPANY, SPOKE
ON BEHALF OF THE T10-CENT TAX1S, STATING THEY HAD NO PREVIOQUS
NOTICE THAT THE INSURANCE. COMPANY WAS DISSATISFIED WITH THEIR
METHOD OF OPERATION, AND THAT SO FAR HE HAD BEEN UNABLE TO FIND
ANY OTHER COMPANY WILLING TO WRITE THIS INSURANCE. MRe CROFT
ALSO STATED THAT THE TROUBLE SEEMED TO BE THE AMOUNT OF FARE
"CHARGED AND THAT HIS COMPANY WAS OPERATING ON THE SAME BASIS
AS THE 25-CENT TAXICABS, HIS OPERATORS REPORTING BACK TO THE
STATION AT LEAST EVERY THIRTY WMINUTES, WITH A REPORT KEPT OF
THE TIME THEY GO OUT AND COME IN.

MRe MCALISTER CARSON, AGENT FOR THE [NSURANCE COMPANY,
STATED THAT IT WAS HIS UNDERSTANDING THAT IT WAS NOT A QUESTION
OF FARES CHARGED, BUT THE SITUATION WAS THAT THE | NSURANCE
COMPANY HAS BEEN UNABLE TO GET REPORTS OF ACCIDENTS AND THAT
IT WAS COSTING THE COMPANY MORE MONEY THAN THEY WERE TAKING INe

ilRe FRANK S1MS, ATTORNEY REPRESENTING THE YELLOW
Cae COMPANY , THE BLUE BIRD TAxlcas Coe AND THE OPERATORS OF
THE BLACK AND WH1TE Tax1l COMPANY, ASKED THAT THE ORDINANCE BE
STRICTLY ADHERED TO; THAT FIVE COMPANIES WERE MEETING THE
REQUI REMENTS OF THIS ORDINANCE AND THAT IF THE COUNCIL GRANTED
THE 10-CENT CABS AN EXTENSION OF TIME IN WHICH TO SECURE .THEIR
INSURANCE, HE WOULD ALSO EXPECT THAT SAME CONSIDERATION IF
ANY OF THE COMPANIES HE REPRESENTS SHOULD NEED THE SAME.

A MRe I|RONFIELD ASKED THAT THE CouNCIL CONSIDER THE
GRANTING OF AN EXTENSION OF TIME TO SECURE INSURANCE ELSEWHERE,

~ STATING THAT |IF THEY ARE NOT ALLOWED THIS EXTENSION MANY OF

THEM WILL BE FORCED TC GO OUT OF BUSINESS.

SEVERAL OTHER 10-CENT TAX| OPERATORS WERE PRESENT
AND URGED THE COUNCIL TO PROVIDE A WAY TO WORK OUT THEIR
SITUATION AND NOT CUT OFF 150 MEN FROM EMPLOYMENT,

COUNCILMAN HUDSON SUCGESTED THAT A NEW ORDINANCE BE
DRAFTED ALLOWING THESE OPERATORS TIME TO SEE WHAT THEY COULD

WORK OUT.

THEREUPON, CITY ATTORNEY SCARBOROUGH PRESENTED TWO
ORDINANCES, THE FIRST OF WHICH WAS AN ORD INANCE ENTITLED "THEL
REPEALING OF AN.ORDINANCE TO REQUIRE JITNEY BUS AND TAXICAB
OPERATORS CARRYING PASSENGERS FOR HIRE WITHIN THE C ITY OF
CHARLOTTE TO TAKE OUT AND CARRY LIABILITY INSURANCE OR PROVIDE
THEMSELVES WITH SURETY BONDS AS PROVIDED FOR IN CHAPTER 279
FUBLIC LAVS OF 1935".

THE SECOND ORDINANCE ENTITLED: "AN ORD INANCE TO
REQUIRE JITNEY BUS AND TAXICAB OPERATORS CARRYING PASSENGERS
FOR HIRE WITHIN THE CITY OF CHARLOTTE TO TAKE OUT AND C ARRY
LIABILITY INSURANCE OR PROVIDE THEMSELVES WITH SURETY BOND S
AS PROVIDED FOR IN CHAFTER 279 PUBLIC LAWS OF 1935", wHICH
ORDINANCE STATED THAT IT WOULD BECOME EFFECTIVE TEN DAYS FROM

DATE.

A DISCUSSION BY THE COUNCIL THEN FOLLOWED THE READING
OF THIS ORDINANCE, CouUNCILMAN BAXTER STATING THAT |F THE
ORDINANCE WAS ADOPTED HE WAS IN FAVOR OF MAKING IT DEFINITELY
UNDERS TOOD THAT THERE WOULD BE NO FURTHER EXTENSION TO THOSE
WHO WERE UNABLE TO SECURE THE I NSURANCE DURING THAT TEN DAY

PERIOD OF TIMES
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COUNCILMAN BAXTER ALSO CALLED ATTENTION TO THE
SERIOUSNESS OF LEAVING THE CITIZENS OF UHARLOTTE WITH NO PROC-
TECTION FOR TEN DAY Se

COUNCI LMAN HOVIS STATED THAT THE TAXI|ICAB COMPANIES
HAD HAD SI X MONTHS IN WHICH TO COMPLY WITH THE LAW AMD THE
REGUIREMENTS OF THE | NSURANCE COMPANIES AND HAD DONE NEI THER.

CoUNCILMAN HUDSON MOVED THE ADOPTION OF THE
ORDINANCE REPEAL ING THE ORDINANCE REQUIRING THE CARRYING OF
LIABILITY INSURANCE, WHICH MOTION WAS SECONDED BY COUNCILMAN
ALBEA

iT WAS POINTED OUT THAT IF THIS ORDINANCE WAS
ADOPTED 1T WOULD LEAVE A SITUATION WHEREBY ANYONE WHO WANTED
TO COULD COME IN AND OPERATE TAXICABS DURING THIS TEN DAY
PERI 0D THE QUESTION OF THE TAEICAB COMPANIES PROVIDING
A SURETY BOND IN LIEU OF INSURANCE WAS DISCUSSED, BUT THE

OPERATORS FELT THAT THEY WOULD BE UNABLE TO SECURE SUCH BONDSe -

UOUNCI LMAN HUDSON®S MOTION FOR THE ADOPflON OF
THE REPEALING ORDINANCE WAS PUT TO A VOTE WITH THE FOLLOWING
RESULT ¢

AYE: COUNCILMEN HuDSON, ALBEA AND DOYDe.

Niay: CoumCiLMEN: BAXTER, UURHAM, HOVIS, HUNTLEY
AND SIDESe

IHE YAYOR DECLARED THE MOTION LCST,
WHEREUPON, COUNCILMAN HOVIE& MOVED THAT THE MEETING

ADJOURN. MOTION SECONDED BY UOUNCILMAN JURHAM, AND CARRIED,
WITH COUNCILMAN ALBEA VOTING “No".

(e 739 ) Chccn ll

CiTty CULERK”





